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FOURTH EXPLANATION OF SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES - -
~ for the |
L.A. Clarke and Son Superfund Site _

I INTRODUCTION -

Site Name: L. A. Clarke and SonASuyperflmd Site (Site)
Site Location: 7 Massaponax, Spotsylvania County, Virginia
Lead Agency: U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region III (EPA)

: Snpport Agency: Virginia Departrnent of Environmental Quality (VDEQ)

II. STATEMENT OF‘PURPOSE |

This Fourth Explanatlon of' Slgmficant Differences (ESD) modifies the remedy originally
selected for the L. A. Clarke and Son Site (Site), located in Spotsylvania County, Virginia. This
ESD revises the surface soil clean-up levels (human health and ecological); revises the -

. institutional controls (ICs) necessary to ensure long-term protectlveness at the Site; clarlﬁes the
‘requirement to address site security through fencing and signage to limit access and warn the
‘public as a component of the selected remedy; and ehmmates the. requrrement for asoil cover.

- EPAis 1ssu1ng thls ESD in accordance with Section 117(c) of the: Comprehensrve
Environmental Response, Compensatlon and Liability Act (CERCLA), as amended, 42 U.S.C.
§ 9617(c), and 40 C.F.R. § 300.435(c)(2)(i) of the National Oil and Hazardous Substances -
~ Pollution Contmgency Plan (NCP). The NCP requires an ESD when modifications to the

* remedial action selected in a Record of Decision are necessary, and such modifications
significantly change, but do not ﬁmdamentally alter, the remedial action with respect to scope,
' performance, or cost. L , _

This ESD summanzes the 1nformat10n that supports these modlﬁcatlons and conﬁrms
that the remedial action, as revised by these modifications, will continue to comply w1th the
statutory requlrements of Sectlon 121 of CERCLA, 42 U. S.C.§9621. :

The proposed ESD and Admrmstratlve Record were available for public review at the
locations listed below during the 30-day publlc comment period (August 21, 2015 to September
21, 2015) that preceded issuance of this ESD. The Administrative Record contains information
EPA relied upon or considered in 1ssu1ng this ESD. No srgmﬁcant changes were made to the
ESD in response to public comment.
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. SUMMARY OF SITE CHARACTERISTICS AND SITE HISTORY
Site Characteristics |

The 40-acre Site, located in Spotsylvania County approximately 4.5 miles southeast of
Fredericksburg, is just east of Route 608 and Route 17 (See attached Figure 1). Figure 2 (also
attached) identifies the approximate boundaries of the upland portion of the Site (the area
affected by this ESD), the location of railroad lines, Westvaco Pond, and Massaponax Creek and
its floodplain.. The upland portion of the Site, also known as the terrace, is composed of two
tracts separated by the CSX railroad siding, as shown on Figure 2. The former wood treatment
plant was located on the west side of the northern tract and the wastewater impoundment was
located on the west side of the southern tract. The east side of the terrace was used for wood
drying and storage.

~ The Site lies within the uplands section of the Coastal Plain physiographic province. The
topographyof the terrace is generally flat, with elevations ranging from 55 to 65 feet above mean
sea level. At the southern boundary of the terrace is a steep slope that terminates at the
Massaponax Creek. floodplain, which is approximately ten feet lower in elevation. Surface
runoff from the terrace flows into a series of drainage ditches which discharge into the floodplain
of Massaponax Creek, a wetland area. Ground water at the Site also discharges to the drainage
ditches, and generally flows in a southeasterly dlrectlon within four water-bearing zones.

Water from the wetlands flows through several tnbutanes to Massaponax Creek, which
discharges into Ruffins Pond approxxmately two mlles downstream. Westvaco Pond lies
1mmed1ately west of the terrace. :

Site History

Wood presetving operations occurred at the Site from 1937 to 1988, except for one -
inactive period from April 1979 to June 1980. L. A. Clarke and Son, Inc. (L.A. Clarke) operated
~ the facility on the property from 1937 to 1988. L. A. Clarke leased the property from the
Richmond, Fredericksburg & Potomac Railroad (RF&P) until 1976 when the Clarke family
bought the property. In 1980, the Clarke family sold the property to the Curtas family, who then
operated the facility on the property until it closed in 1988. The property was reacquired by
RF&P in 1992. RF&P has since been sold to Commonwealth Atlantic Properties, with the work
at the Site being performed by a subsidiary, Commonwealth Atlantic-Spotsylvania Inc.
(hereinafier, collectively, CASI) pursuant to a 1989 Consent Decree with the United States,
entered under Sections 104, 106, 107, and 113(g)(2) of CERCLA, 42 U.S.C. §§ 9604, 9606,
9607, and 9613(g)(2) (the 1989 Consent Decree), and a 1995 Administrative Order on Consent
which EPA issued under Sections 106(a) and 122(a) of CERCLA, 42 U.8.C. §§ 9604(a) and
9622(a).

Railroad ties, telephone poles, and fence posts were preserved at the wood treatment
plant by injecting them with a mixture of creosote and coal tar in a sealed compartment under
high temperature and pressure. EPA identified contaminants commonly associated with creosote
and coal tar at the Site. On May 20, 1986, EPA listed the Site on the National Priorities List
pursuant to Section 105 of CERCLA, 42 U.S.C. § 9605, 51 Fed Reg. 21078 (May 20, 1986)
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IV. DESCRIPTION OF SELECTED REMEDY AND REMEDY IMPLEMENTATION

Selected Remedy

EPA selected a remedy for the Site in a Record of Decision (ROD) dated March 31,
1988, based on a Remedial Investigation (RI) and Feasibility Study (FS).. EPA identified
polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) and benzene as contaminants of concern (COCs) for
~surface soils and sediments at the Site. The ROD noted that the FS focused on the development
of remedial alternatives designed to control contaminant sources identified during the RI, and
that further RI/FS work would be undertaken to further study and address impacted ground water
and sediments (apart from sediments that were to be-addressed under that ROD). In the 1988
ROD EPA selected Alternative 3 from the RI/F S which contained the following major
-components:

e On s1te treatment of identified contaminated soil and sediment, 1nclud1ng

o Contaminated soils beneath the then-ex1st1ng process bulldlngs to be
- addressed via in-situ flushing with a surfactant solutlon followed by in-situ
bioreclamation,

o Al other contammated surface soils, sediments (1nclud1ng d1tches 1,2,
and 3 and wetlands), buried pit materials, and subsurface wetlands soils to
be addressed via on-site landfarming; :

e The total amdunt of soil and sediments estimated to be treated at the tinie’ of the
ROD was approximately 1 19,000 cubic yards;

. Backﬁlhng of excavated areas with treated soil and sedlment Cover backfilled
areas with 1.5 feet of topsoil and revegetate;

e Biological treatment of the soil pile régulated under the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA), 42 U.S.C. §§ 6901 et seq., via land treatment in place;

e Biological treatment of excavated sludgé from the wastewater impo_undment
(K001 RCRA-listed hazardous waste) in a tank, followed by onsite land disposal;

o Implementation of ICs necessary to mamtaln protectiveness of the remedy after
remedial action; and

e Ground water momt‘ormg during and post treatment.

After issuing the ROD EPA determined that changes to the remedy were necessary,
initially prompted by the cessation of wood treatment operations at the Site. EPA classified
these changes as Significant Differences which did not fundamentally alter the overall approach
intended by the selected remedy and therefore did not require an amendment to the ROD (40 .
C.F.R. § 300.435(c)(2)(i)). These modifications were documented i in three Explanations of
Significant Differences (ESDs) for the Slte as listed below

On December 29, 1989, EPA issued the first ESD, which prov1ded for the removal of the
onsite process buildings and associated appurtenances. With respect to soils beneath the process
bulldmgs, in the 1988 ROD EPA had selected in-situ soil flushing followed by bloremedlatlon
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The ROD further provided that should the on-site process buildings be removed, Alternative 4
would be selected. Alternative 4 is identical to Alternative 3 except that, with absence of the
buildings, contaminated soils beneath the former process buildings were to be subject to the
same remedy selected for other site soils and sediments at the Site.

On March 31, 1994, EPA issued a second ESD to revise the disposal method for the
sludge in the wastewater impoundment. ‘Because sludge from wood treating operations is a
listed hazardous waste under RCRA (K001), it was required to meet the RCRA Land Disposal
Restrictions (LDRs) prior to disposal. It was not known at the time of the ROD that biological
treatment in a tank (the remedy selected in the ROD) could not meet these requirements. As a
result, in the 1994 ESD EPA changed the selected remedy to provide for off-site incineration for
the sludge. Incineration was (and is) the Best Demonstrated Available Technology for K001
wastes. ‘ »

~ On June 14, 1999, EPA issued a third ESD to change the selected remedy for the
floodplain and drainage ditch sediments from biological treatment via on-site. landfarmmg to off-
site d1sposal in a landfill, in conformance with RCRA LDRs. '

Remedy Implementatlon

EPA has organized the Slte into five operable units (OUs). As detailed below the first
four OUs concern areas whose cleanup is addressed under the original 1988 ROD and
subsequent ESDs. OU-5 comprises ground water, surface water, and sedlments that were not °
otherw13e finally addressed in the 1988 ROD

OU-1, Site security, was the first part of the Srte addressed under the 1988 ROD. A fence
was placed around the Site, except where the, railroad exits and enters the Site boundary.
Warning signs were placed at the Site boundaries to deter trespassers from entering and risking
contact/exposure to any of the COCs. This work was completed in September 1989 and
continues to be protective. However, addressing site security through fencing and signage was
ot formally identified as a component of the selected remedy in the 1988 ROD and this ESD
memorializes that requirement. ' . .

OU-2, demolition and: decontammatlon, was undertaken in accord with ESDs Nos. 1 and

. 2. This work consisted of demolishing the former wood treatment facility; decommissioning the

former wastewater impoundment; removing and off-site treatment and disposal of surface water,
emulsion, and sludge in the wastewater impoundment; and excavating and off-site disposal of the
contaminated soil underlying the surface impoundment at the Site. This work was performed
over several years by CASI. Demolition of the wood treatment facility was completed in 1993.
Dlsposal of other wastes and debris at the Site¢ was completed in 1995. Removal of the
wastewater in the impoundment occurred in January 1995, removal of the liner occurred in June
1995, and excavation and offsite disposal of the underlying contaminated soil from the
wastewater impoundment occurred in February, 1997.

Work to address OU-3, site water controls, was not implemented. The purpose of this
operable unit was to investigate the feasibility of minimizing the amount of storm water running
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onto the Site. However, EPA ultimately determmed that storm water controls were not fea51b1e
at the Site.

To date, CASI has partially implemented work to address OU-4 site soils and sediments.
Contaminated sediments which exceeded the site-specific PAH cleanup level were excavated
from portions of the drainage ditches and floodplain areas and disposed of off-site. This work
was completed in 2001. As noted above, ground water in the terrace area in part discharges to
the drainage ditches, which then discharges to the floodplain. EPA directed CASI to re-sample
the excavated areas to determine if soil and sediments have been re-contaminated with |
contaminated groundwater discharge. This samipling, which occurred in the summer of 2012,
identified several areas-at which the site-specific cleanup level were exceeded and require further
remediation. These re-contaminated areas will be addressed in the future. To date, the only
surface soils that have been excavated at the Site are those which were removed during the
demolition of the former wood treating facility and the surface impoundment. Additionally,
sediments in the ditches and floodplain have been removed. The surface soils in the terrace area
of the Site are the subject of this ESD and are explamed in detail below.

‘Work necessary to address OU-5 -- ground water, surface water and sediments not
otherwise finally addressed in the 1988 ROD -- will be addressed in a future ROD.

R A DESCRIPTION OF SIGNIFICANT DIFFERENCES AND THE BASIS FOR SUCH

DIFFERENCES
EPA is issuing this ESD for the following four reasons.

1. - To change the human health cleanup level for certain surface soils (soils at a
* depth of less than 18 inches below ground surface (BGS) thus negating the need
for a soil cover, -

2. To institute an ecological cleanup level for certam surface soils (soils at a depth of
less than 6 inches BGS),

3. To ensure ICs necessary for long-term protectlveness are implemented through a
covenant under Virginia’s Uniform Environmental Covenants Act, rather than
deed restrictions that were called for under the 1988 ROD, and;

4. To further confirm adequate Site secunty by documenting the requirement for
installation of fencing and signage in accordance with the 1988 ROD.

Surface soils }—'human health

The 1989 Consent Decree contains a provision allowing CASI to petition EPA to change
the human health soil cleanup level identified in the ROD. After reviewing information in a
petition submitted by CASI, EPA has determined that a change in the human health surface soil
cleanup level at the Site for 1n01dental ingestion and dermal contact is appropnate for the
following reasons:

. More recent science allows dlstmgulshmg the separate risk posed by individual
PAHs,
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e The future re-use scenario of the Site has changed since the issuance of the 1988
ROD, and :

e There are more sophisticated methods now available to perform risk assessments.
These reasons are described in detail below.

Most of the COCs at the Site are PAHs, a group of semi-volatile compounds that are now '
known to have varying levels of toxicity. However, when the ROD was issued, all of the PAHs
were assumed to have the same level of toxicity as that of benzo(a)pyrene, the most toxic of the
PAHs. Since then, EPA determined and documented in relevant literature the toxicity for each
of the PAHs. These toxicities differ by orders of magnitude. For example, benzo(a)pyrene is
just as toxic as dlbenz(a,h)anthracene but both are ten times more toxic than benzo(a)anthracene
and a thousand times more toxic than chrysene, which is one of the least toxic PAHs. The
revised cleanup level is now based on benzo(a)pyrene equivalent factors; that is, EPA- assessed
each of the PAH:s relative to the toxicity posed by benzo(a)pyrene. By using benzo(a)pyrene
equivalents, EPA has been able to more accurately assess the risks posed to human health from
total PAHs at the Site. ,

The 1988 ROD identified two future use exposure scenarios for the Site: residential and
on-site workers. EPA based the human health risk assessment on the residential future use
scenario at that time of the 1988 ROD because it was (and still is) the most conservative
scenario. The on-site worker was also evaluated because the facility’s wood treatment
operations were still active when the ROD was written. Therefore, the ROD contained two
cleanup levels for PAHs in surface soil (sorls at a depth of less than 18 inches): 0.08 mg/kg
‘based on a residential future use scenario and 0.22 mg/kg for protection of on-site workers, both
based on achieving a 1E-06 risk level. The 1988 ROD also called for placement of a 1.5-foot
layer of topsoil over excavated areas backfilled with treated soil and sediment. However, EPA is

revising the future use scenario for the Site based on CASI’s intended future use of the property.
The Site owners envision future use at the Site as commercial or industrial activities only. EPA
acknowledges that this classification is the most likely future use scenario given the location and
setting of the Site and the presence of the railroad spur, which cuts through the property. CASI
is willing to place ICs on the Site property to restrict the future use of the Site to these uses.

Finally, CASI performed a probablllstlc nsk assessment (PRA) to deterrmne the human
health cleanup level for surface soil at the Site. In general, PRA incorporates variability and
uncertainty into assessments in order to estimate the range and likelihood of a hazard, exposure,
orrisk. In contrast, traditional risk assessments and cleanup levels rely only on single exposure
values (rather than distributions) to generate outputs, such as a soil cleanup concentration. PRA
(sometimes referred to as Monte Carlo simulation) allows for a more robust cleanup goal by
taking into account the range of possible values for each of the exposure parameters.

By incorporating benzo(a)pyrene toxicity equivalent factors (TEFs), a non-residential and
non-recreational future use scenario, and the Monte Carlo simulation, into the human health risk
assessment for soil, the new human health cleanup level for surface soil at the Site was
calculated to be 60 mg/kg carcinogenic PAH benzo(a)pyrene toxic equivalence quotient (TEQs)
as a site average. See Weinberg Consulting Group submission regarding soil cleanup levels
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(April 22, 1994); Memorandum from Nancy Rios Jafolla to John Banks, L4 Clarke Superfund
Site, Review of Soil Cleanup Level for ESD/5 Year Review (April 15, 2004). This cleanup level
equates to a 5.0E-05 risk level for categories of workers most likely to be exposed to surface soil
contaminants (operator, fabricator, and laborer labor classification worker) and is within the
acceptable risk range included in the NCP. See 40 C.F.R. 300. 430(e)(2)(I)(AX(2), Role of
‘Baseline Risk Assessment in Superfund Remedy Selection Decisions, OSWER Directive 9355.0-
30 (April 22, 1991). Since the new surface soil cleanup level is protective of these workers, and
the level of contamination in ex1st1ng soils meets this cntena, EPA i is removing the requirement
for placement of 1.5 feet of clean soil.

Surface sdils — ecological risk

The process for conducting ecological risk assessments has developed and been updated
since the date of the ROD. Because the ROD did not contain an ecological cleanup level for
surface soil, EPA is also adopting an ecological cleanup level in soils of 6 inches BGS of 50
mg/kg total PAHs as a site-wide average, with a not-to-exceed value of 100 mg/kg total PAHs.
This ecological cleanup level reflects soil-based ecological exposures as well as exposures based
upon migration to aquatic areas. See Memorandum from Bruce Pluta to Andy Palestini, L.4.
Clarke Potential Target Upland Soil Removal Values (Nov. 2, 2011). -

Instltutlonal Controls

The third reason EPA is issuing this ESD is to revise and more specifically describe how

ICs will be implemented at the Site. ICs are non-engineering measures, usually legal controls,
intended to limit human activity in such a way as to ensure the continued prevention of exposure
to hazardous substances. Since hazardous substances will remain in the Site surface soil and
ground water at levels which do not allow for unlimited use and unrestricted exposure, ICs were
and: will be necessary to assure long-term protectiveness, taking into account expected future
land use. The 1988 ROD provided that ICs would be developed in the future. Subsequent to
~ EPA’s issuance of the ROD, wood treatment operations were discontinued at the Site, and all

- operations buildings were demolished and removed. Additionally, Virginia has enacted the
Uniform Environmental Covenants Act (UECA), § 10.1-1238 e seq., which provides a
comprehensive legal tool to ensure that all required ICs are implemented at s1tes

This ESD modifies the remedy selected in the 1988 ROD to specify the ICs that are
necessary to ensure that the Site will be protective of human health.

Specifically, the ICs at the Site shall:

1. Prohibit residential use or use as a school ch11dcare facility, playground or for other
outdoor recreational activity;

2. Require the then-current owner to limit use or development of the property to
commercial/industrial uses consistent with the worker exposure scenarios
contemplated in the human health risk assessment used to determine the surface soil
cleanup levels;
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3. Require the then-current owner of the Site property to prepare and implement a health
~ and safety plan, developed by a professional engineer or certified industrial hygienist,
prior to any earth-moving activities, including excavation, drrllmg and construction,

on the Site property;

4. Requlre the then-current owner of the Site property to prepare and implement a soils
management plan that will address any soils generated from earth-moving activities,
including excavation, drilling and construction, on the Site property at or below 18
inches in depth. The soils management plan shall ensure that any excavated soils are
managed in such a way so as to ensure surface soil cleanup levels identified above are
maintained throughout the Site property and any excavated soils removed from the
Site property are properly characterized to ensure the disposition of any soils is
consistent w1th the then-applicable State and Federal law.

5. Require the current and future owners of the Site property to incorporate these land
use restrictions into any real property documents necessary for transferring '
ownership, in the event of sale or transfer of any property rights related to the Site
property. The real property document would include a discussion of the NPL status’
of this Site, as well as a description of all contamination and types of worker exposure
scenarios that were contemplated in the risk assessment used to develop the surface
soil cleanup levels for the Site;

6. Require the then-current owner of the Site property to notify EPA in writing at least
60 days prior to a sale or transfer of any property rights relating to the Site pr'operty;

7. Require the then-current owner of the Site property to inspect the Site property and
report on the status of such ICs. A status report shall be prepared and submitted for
EPA’s review on at least an annual basls or such time agreed upon by EPA in
consultation wnh VDEQ;

8. 'Require the then-current owner of the Site property to immediately take steps to halt
‘any activities which violate these ICs and to notify EPA of such violations.

The ICs described above shall run with the land and shall be set forth in a UECA covenant to be
recorded by CASI against all of its rights, title and interest to the Site property. The UECA '
covenant shall be recorded at such time as EPA determines is appropriate.

Site Security

The fourth reason EPA is issuing this ESD is to confirm that the fencing and signage at
the Site that was accomplished during the actions taken in 1989 is maintained to address the Site
“security component of the remedy selected in the 1988 ROD. Maintaining the fence and signage
will limit access to the Site to ensure no unacceptable human exposure to contaminants of
concern in Site soils occurs and to ensure all other components of the remedy are safe guarded.

These modifications to the remedy do not fundamentally alter the basic features of the
remedy previously selected with respect to scope, performance, or cost. The remedy for the
surface soil in the terrace area remains landfarming. The modifications change the surface soil
cleanup level, specify the ICs at the Site that are necessary to protect future workers as speclﬁed

AR300155



The Administrative Record file is also available online at:
http: //loggerhead epa. gov/arweb/pubhc/search results 1sp‘751te1d—VAD071040752

IX. SIGNATURE

This Explanation of Significant Differences modifies the selected remedy set forth in the -
1988 ROD and previous ESD:s for the L. A. Clarke and Son Superfund Site by revising the
surface soil clean-up level; eliminating the requirement for a soil cover; revising the institutional
controls and implementation mechanism necessary to ensure long-term protec'uveness at the Site;
- and clarlfymg the requlrement to address site securlty through fencmg -and signage.

Approved By
Q : . _?!2&’:(‘20(;(‘ A
~ Cecil Rodrigues, Diréetor . Date -
Hazardous Site Cleanup D1v1s1on . R
_ EPA Region III

10
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above and prevent residential or recreational use of the Site, remove the requirement for a 1.5-
foot layer of clean soil, and identify fencing and signage to address Site security as a component
of the remedy selected in the 1988 ROD. These changes enhance the long-term effectiveness of
the remedy by providing greater assurance that the remediation strategy implemented at the Site
will not be compromlsed by unacceptable land uses. EPA has determined that modifications to
the remedy requiring the ICs and new performance standards discussed above are consistent with
future land use and will ensure the protection of human health and the environment.

VL. SUPPORT AGENCY COMMENTS

Pursuant to 40 C.F.R. § 300.435(c)(2), EPA has coordinated with VDEQ with respect to
the changes that this ESD makes to the remedy set forth in the ROD and the previous ESDs.
VDEQ supports the modifications and has provided a letter of concurrence dated September 22,
2015. (See Attachment 1. ) -

VIIL. STATUTORY DETERMINATIONS

EPA has determlned that the remedy selected in the ROD, the previous ESDs and this
ESD complies with the statutory requirements of Section 121 of CERCLA, 42 US.C. § 9621.
EPA has determined that the remedy set forth'in the ROD and ESDs, as revised by this fourth
ESD, will remain protective of human health and the environment and will meet the Federal and
State requirements that are appllcable or relevant and appropnate to the remedy.

' VIII COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT

In accordance with Sectlons 300.435(c)(2)(1)(A) and 300. 825(a)(2) of the NCP, 40 CFR.

~ §300.435(c)(2)(i)(A) and 300. 825(a)(2) this ESD and all documents that form the basis for the

" decision to modify the remedy are being added to the Administrative Record file for the Site. In
accordance with Section 117(c).and (d) of CERCLA, 42 U.S.C. § 9617(c) and (d) and Section
300.435(c)(2)(Q)(B) of the NCP, EPA published a: “Notice of Availability” for this ESD in the
Fredericksburg Freelance Star newspaper on Friday, August 21, 2015. (See Attachment 2.) The
ad solicited comments on the draft ESD during the comment period identified as closing on
midnight, September 21, 2015. No public comments were received during the comment period.

The Administrative Record file is available for public review on compuiters at the ]
locations listed below:

U.S EPA, Region III Hours:

6th floor Docket Room Monday - Fnday 8:00 am — 4:00 pm
Attn: Paul Van Reed

1650 Arch Street

Philadelphia, PA 19103
(215) 814-3157

Spotsylvania County Administrator’s Office Hours:

9104 Courthouse Road Monday - Friday 8:00 am — 4:30 pm
- Spotsylvania, VA 22553

(540) 507-7010
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Figure 2
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 ATTACHMENT 1

Notice of Availability of Proposed ESD
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Evidence of infidelities spreads in wake of hack

BY RAPHASL SATTER
ASSOCIATED MRS
LONDON—Husbands and
wives across the world are
being confronted with their
pactners’ extramarital affairs
after a auﬂrufk Jeak at
adultery website Ashicy
Madison J-r-d electronic
evidence of infidelity across

Online forums were
v with users

B8 in the trove. And in Aus-  lawyer Steve Mindel predict-  Thuisday the same hackers

wo- ex-reality M:b
star wade a ng

aftor & wedka outies
fi 1 data n
the dump. In Britain and
Iswacl, were
put on the spot after their

site’s 35 million or so vegis- it had found proof he paid for
tered members, has already
h‘ ’ll'.ﬁ‘e’ﬂr‘ aitention. Madison, Josh INJP' re-

CONGRESS, W.H. WORKERS AMONG SUBSCRIBERS

WASHINGTON—An A ssoxciated Press - Office of the President, a division chiel an to leased a
sisn of hacked data from the chesting imvestigator and 3 irial atiorney ) the Justice th.e—alh-yhnlhe he had cheated on his wife.
Ashley Madison shows that 1o the a hacker at the lesked data ared to be  “1 have been the bigaest
online service inchuded bundmds of US. L Security Department and ancther € i avy traffic. hypocrite ever,” the stae-
c—-udﬂ--d employees 1 ovee who indicated he worked o 3 FOrums as Reddit —the ment
had sensitive jobs in the House, |0 user-powered new s and dis- ists are combing
Cungress and low enforcement agencies. g geieann sk s o Lo cussion site—carried storics  through the data, Jooking for
The APs found that wb-  The AP taced their government lternet  of ynouighed husbands and  the names of celebrit
e e e . e wives confronting their officiaa or wligious leaders
_—_— after finding their Their task has compli-
among the massive adbylkmunlﬁ:
email addresses were located  Angeles-based divorce ternet earlier this week. Late  dump of information. the profiles were tied to
1o the United Suaes, the o borrowed email

tralia. one woman sppeared ed an uptick in business for released 2 second dump of hack has drawn a public which users did not ncces-

to learn—live on air—~thet him and his colleagoes. information, content ose i o

her hushand's detals were  Ashley Madison marketed The Assoclsted Press was g Comaines contesed o mosher Miehelle T horaan

registered with the site. itself as the premier venue not imwuedistely able 10 de the life of the large—and said an obsolete email ad-
Family law cxperts are for cheating spouses before termine. ) vhol dress had b

divided on the likely offline data stolen by hackers start- The material previously ?I‘M, After news
impact of the leak, but Los ed spreading across the In- released, pertaining 10 the and gossip site Gawher said  an account with the site.
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Greek Prime Minister Alexis Tuipras (left) speaks with Greek President Prokopis
Paviopoulos. during their meeting in Athens. where he announced his resignation.

Greek prime minister resigns
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COMMON WEALT H of VIRGINIA

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMEM AL QUALITY
Street address: 629 East Main Street, Richmond, Virginia 23219

Molly Joseph Ward ’ Mailing address: P.O. Box 1105, Richmond, Virginia 23218 David K. Paylor
Secretary of Natural Resources www.deq.virginia.gov » . Director
' - (804) 698-4000
1-800-592-5482
September 22, 2015

Mr. Christian Matta. (3H523)

EPA Remedial Project Manager
1650 Arch Street

Philadelphia, PA 19103-2029

f

RE:  L.A. Clarke Superfund Site. ;
Fourth Explanation of Significant Difference

‘Dear Mr. Matta:

The Virginia Department of Environmental Quality has completed its review of the Fourth Explanation
of Significant. Difference for the LA. Clarke and Son Superfund Site. This ESD revises the surface soils
cleanup levels (human health and ecologlcal), revises the institutional controls (ICs) nnecessary to ensure
long-term protectiveness at the site; clarifies.the reqmrement to address site security through fencing
and signage to limit access and warn the public as-a component of the selected remedy; and eliminates
the requirement for a soil cover. We concur with the requirements of the above referenced document.

The DEQ{abp‘reciates the opportunity to comment and participate in th_is-_Superfu__nd Project. If you have
any questions, please contact Angie McGarvey, DEQ’s Remediation Project Manager for the L.A. Clarke
Superfund Site, at 804-698-4084 or at angela.mcgarvey@deq.virginia.gov.

Chris M. Evans
Dlrector, Office of Remedlatlon Programs

cc: Angie McGarvey {DEQ)
File
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